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NOT VOTING—10

Bentsen Larson Scarborough
Bereuter Norwood Tauzin
Ehlers Oberstar
Kanjorski Payne
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Mr. DICKEY changed his vote from
‘“‘yea’ to ‘‘nay.”

Mr. VISCLOSKY changed his vote
from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘“‘yea.”

So the joint resolution was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. BENTSEN. Mr. Speaker, on roll-
call No. 565, I was unavoidably de-
tained.

Had I been present, I would have
noted ‘‘yea.”

————

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall Nos.
564 and 565, | missed the votes due to my
participation in an important meeting and in
the Marine Corps ceremony. Had | been
present, | would have voted “yes” on both.
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APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES ON
H.R. 3194, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2000

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
pursuant to the previous order of the
House, I move to take from the Speak-
er’s table the bill (H.R. 3194) making
appropriations for the government of
the District of Columbia and other ac-
tivities chargeable in whole or in part
against revenues of said District for
the fiscal year ending September 30,
2000, and for other purposes, with a
Senate amendment thereto, disagree to
the amendment of the Senate, and
agree to the conference asked by the
Senate.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HANSEN). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Florida?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HANSEN). The gentleman from Florida
(Mr. YOUNG) is recognized for 1 hour.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 30 minutes of that hour to the
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY),
my distinguished friend and colleague,
for the purpose of debate only.

Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, the issue before us
today is the Senate amendment to the
District of Columbia appropriations
bill. It struck language that the House
had included relative to the issuance of
needles in the needle exchange pro-
gram.

Personally, I object to the Senate
amendment. However, in order to move
this bill and get it to conference, I do
move to take the bill from the table,
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disagree to the amendment and agree
to the conference.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self 1 minute.

Mr. Speaker, I was trying to decide
whether I should yield 30 minutes to
the distinguished gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GEORGE MILLER), or wheth-
er I should yield back the balance of
my time. I suspected the majority
would prefer that I yield back the bal-
ance of my time so in the interest of
comity, that is exactly what I will do.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
YOUNG).

The motion was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the Chair appoints the fol-
lowing conferees: Messrs. YOUNG of
Florida, LEWIS of California, and OBEY.

There was no objection.

————

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, on November 1, 1999, this body
held three rollcall votes on bills con-
sidered under suspension on the floor of
the House. Because of a family medical
matter, I missed the following votes,
Mr. Speaker:

On rollcall No. 550, H.R. 348, I would
have voted ‘‘aye’’; rollcall No. 551, H.R.
2337, I would have voted ‘‘aye’’; rollcall
No. 552, H.R. 1714, I would have voted
“no.’7

On November 3, Mr. Speaker, due to
a family medical matter, I was unable
to participate on two votes. Had I been
in attendance on rollcall No. 557, on
agreeing to the Journal, I would have
voted ‘‘aye’’; and on rollcall No. 558,
H.R. 2290, the Quality Care for the Un-
insured Act, I would have voted ‘‘aye.”

————

PRIVILEGES OF THE HOUSE—
CALLING ON PRESIDENT TO AB-
STAIN FROM RENEGOTIATING
INTERNATIONAL AGREEMENTS
GOVERNING ANTIDUMPING LAWS
AND COUNTERVAILING MEAS-
URES

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Speaker, pur-
suant to rule IX, I rise to a question of
the privileges of the House, and offer a
privileged resolution that I noticed to
the House on Tuesday, November 2, and
ask for its immediate consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:

November 4, 1999

RESOLUTION CALLING ON THE PRESIDENT TO
ABSTAIN FROM RENEGOTIATING INTER-
NATIONAL AGREEMENTS GOVERNING ANTI-
DUMPING AND COUNTERVAILING MEASURES

Whereas under Art. I, Section 8 of the Con-
stitution, the Congress has power and re-
sponsibility with regard to foreign commerce
and the conduct of international trade nego-
tiations;

Whereas the House of Representatives is
deeply concerned that, in connection with
the World Trade Organization (‘“WTO’’) Min-
isterial meeting to be held in Seattle, Wash-
ington, and the multilateral trade negotia-
tions expected to follow, a few countries are
seeking to circumvent the agreed list of ne-
gotiation topics and reopen debate over the
WTO’s antidumping and antisubsidy rules;

Whereas strong antidumping and
antisubsidy rules are a cornerstone of the
liberal trade policy of the United States and
are essential to the health of the manufac-
turing and farm sectors in the United States;

Whereas it has long been and remains the
policy of the United States to support its
antidumping and antisubsidy laws and to de-
fend those laws in international negotia-
tions;

Whereas the current absence of official ne-
gotiating objectives on the statute books
must not be allowed to undermine the Con-
gress’ constitutional role in charting the di-
rection of United States trade policy;

Whereas, under present circumstances,
launching a negotiation that includes anti-
dumping and antisubsidy issues would affect
the rights of the House and the integrity of
its proceedings;

Whereas opening these rules to renegoti-
ation could only lead to weakening them,
which would in turn lead to even greater
abuse of the world’s open markets, particu-
larly that of the United States;

Whereas, conversely, avoiding another di-
visive fight over these rules is the best way
to promote progress on the other, far more
important, issues facing WTO members; and

Whereas it is therefore essential that nego-
tiations on these antidumping and
antisubsidy matters not be reopened under
the auspices of the WTO or otherwise: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives calls upon the President—

(1) not to participate in any international
negotiation in which antidumping or
antisubsidy rules are part of the negotiating
agenda;

(2) to refrain from submitting for congres-
sional approval agreements that require
changes to the current antidumping and
countervailing duty laws and enforcement
policies of the United States; and

(3) to enforce the antidumping and coun-
tervailing duty laws vigorously in all pend-
ing and future cases.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain argument as to
whether the resolution constitutes a
question of privilege.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Indiana (Mr. VISCLOSKY).

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Speaker, I ap-
preciate the opportunity and would
point out, as was stated in the resolu-
tion, we have a responsibility under
Article I, Section 8, as far as the con-
duct of trade policy. In the 103rd Con-
gress, the United States Congress did
act and the President signed into law
what the agenda of the WTO Seattle
round of negotiations should be.
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